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Following entry of judgment on August 6, 1997, in favor of
plaintiff/trustee, defendants filed three post-judgment motions. 
The district court heard the motions on September 22, 1997, and
on October 1, 1997, entered a separate order denying each of the
motions.   The orders were placed in the file and entered on the
official docket on October 2, 1997, but none of the parties ever
received copies.  In April 1998, defendants learned of the
October 1, 1997, orders and moved to vacate and re-enter the
judgment or to reopen the appeals time.  The district court
denied the motions.

The Ninth Circuit affirmed.  The exclusive remedies for
failure to file a timely notice of appeal due to lack of notice
of entry of judgment or order are contained in Fed. R. App. P.
4(a).  Defendants' motion was filed far outside the 30-day period
in Rule 4(a)(5) and the 180-day period in Rule 4(a)(6).  The
generous 180-day period was intended to be the outer time limit
for relief.

  
P99-16(7)

See Summary re District Court action at P93-20(20).
See also P96-21(13), P97-25(18), P97-26(6), P97-27(3), P98-12(10)
and P99-6(8).
















